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on the Official List does not give it an inviolable status; there are several names on the Official 
List which are currently considered invalid. As the validity of any name is entirely subjective, 
depending on the views of a zoologist, neither the Commission - nor any zoologist, for that 
matter - can declare a name valid. One can say at the most that one considers it the valid 
name for a taxon, but another specialist may have an entirely different opinion. 

As the name reticulata de Winton, 1899, notwithstanding it is placed on the Official List, 
normally competes with other available names, it certainly is threatened by a senior synonym. 
Therefore if the Commission does not act on the proposal by Ansell and Dagg (Bull. 28: 
100-101), the name Giraffa camelopardalis australis Rhoads, 1896 will, for those who think this 
name and G.c. reticulata de Winton, 1899 synonymous, be the valid name for the subspecies. 

Other things being equal, the Commission should lend a sympathetic ear to requests for 
saving names that are on the List from threats that were not recognised when the name was 
originally placed on the List. Therefore | should have no qualms in the Giralfa case now to 
suppress the name australis in order to save reticulata. A 


(2) by Dr. Anne tnnis Dagg (University of Waterloo, Ontario, Canada N2L 3G1) 


| have prepared the following list of scientific papers on the giraffe which refer to the 
reticulated giraffe as Giralla camelopardalis reticulata: 


ANSELL, W.F.H., 1968. 8 Artiodactyla (excluding the genus Gazella). Preliminary 
identification for African mammals, Dr.J.A.J. Meester edit. Smithsonian Institution, 
Washington. 

BOURLIERE, F., 1965. Some mammals of the Samburu Reserve in northern Kenya. Afr. wild 
Life, val. 19 (3): 193-202 

CULLY, W., 1958. Giraffa camelopardalis. Parks and Recreation, vol. 41 (4): 197-198. 

DAGG, A.l., 1971. Giraffa camelopardalis. Mammalian Species, vol. 5: 1-8 (Amer. Soc. 
Mammal.) 

GENSCH, W., 1969. Versuch der künstlichen Aufzucht einer Giraffe (Giralla camelopardalis 
L.). Zool. Gart. vol. 37 (4/5): 231-242 

KRUMBIEGEL, I., 1971 Die Giraffe. A. Ziemsen Verlag, Wittenberg Lutherstadt, 160 pp. 

REVENTLOW, A. 1949. The growth of our giraffes and giraffe-calves. Bijdr. Dierd., 
vol. 28: 394-396 

SIDNEY, J., 1965. The past and present distribution of some African ungulates. Trans. zool. 
Soc. London, vol. 30: 139-168 

STOTT, K., 1959. Giraffe intergradation in Kenya. J. Mammal., vol. 40: 251 

ZELLMER, G., 1960. Hand-rearing of giraffe at Bristol Zoo. Internat. Zoo Yearbook, 
vol. 2: 90-93 


Of course | agree with Mr. Ansell that the name australis should not be given precedence 
over reticulata. 
COMMENTS ON À CHALLENGE TO THE FAMILY NAME ATTACIDAE (INSECTA: 
LEPIDOPTERA). Z.N.(S.) 1997 
(see volume 32: 149-152) 


(1) By |.W.B. Nye, D.S. Fletcher and A. Watson (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


We are in complete agreement with the main objective of this case. The name Saturniidae 
not only has priority but has had overwhelming usage this century throughout the world. The 
following are recent examples of use, in Australia (Common, 1970 and 1974), in Canada 
(Riotte, 1970), in Japan (Inoue, 1970), in Mexico (Vazquez, 1966), in Netherlands (Lempke, 
1960), in New Zealand (Sharell, 1971), in Rhodesia (Pinhey, 1972), and many more could be 
cited. 

1. We fully support proposals (3) and (4) of paragraph 10, and we also support the first 
part of proposal (1) to place the name Saturnia Schrank, 1802, on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology. We disagree with the type-species designation in proposal (1), and we 
disagree with proposal(2). 
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2. Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (Edn 10) vol. 1: 496-497, proposed the name Phalaena 
(Bombyx) pavonia followed by a brief description and a bibliography divided into two varieties 
minor and major. These latter names under the Code, Article 45 (e) (i) as amended in 1972, must 
be interpreted as representing subspecies. Linnaeus himself referring to the two varieties 
stated “An Specie distinguendae?”, and it was later established that they did represent two 
distinct species. Both were independently named in 1775 by Denis and Schif‘arméller. The 
names and synonymy hitherto universally accepted are: 


pavonia Linnaeus, 1758 pvri {Denis & Schiffermüller] +774 
pavonia minor Linnaeus, 1758 pavonia major linnaeus, 1758 
carpini [Denis & Schiffermüller], 1775 


3. There is no confusion as to the identity of the species but there are two purely 

nomenclatural problems. 
(A) No nominate subspecies pavonia pavonia was proposed by Linnaeus. We therefore here 
designate as lectotype of Phalaena (Bombyx) pavonia Linnaeus, 1758, and as lectotype of 
Phalaena (Bombyx) pavonia minor Linnaeus, 1758, the male specimen in the collection of the 
Linnean Society of London bearing the handwritten label “810 pavonia minor. mas”, end ask 
the Commission to place Phalaena pavonia Linnaeus on the appropriate Officia’ List. 
(B) The name major Linnaeus, 1758, has not been used in this sense as a valid name for aver 50 
years, to the best of our knowledge, whereas its synonym pyri Denis & Schiffermüller], 1775, 
has been used as the valid name in many works including the eleven marked with an aSterisk in 
the bibliography. We therefore ask the Commission to place Bombyx pyri on the appropnate 
Official List and to use its plenary powers to grant pyri nomenclatural precedence over pavonia 
major. 

4. Concerning the type-species of Saturnia, we consider that it is Phalaena pavonia 
Linnaeus, designated by Westwood (1840: 89) as Phalaena pavonia minor Linnaeus. Drs 
Sabrosky and Ferguson have, in paragraph 8 of their application, regarded this designation as 
invalid on the grounds that “neither Schrank nor Westwood indicated synonymy to relate it to 
one of the originally included nominal species”. This is not so as Schrank when proposing 
Saturnia listed the third of his four originally included species as: 

“3. Saturnia Carpini. 
Bombyx Carpini meiner Fauna n. 1422" 
This is a clear indication referring to the first part of his work in which Schrank gave 
descriptions and full synonymy with references. On page 249, under 1422, he cited Bombyx 
carpini with Phalaena pavonia minor in synonymy. The latter may therefore be accepted as one 
of the originally included nominal species in Saturnia. 

5. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is therefore asked to 
approve the following as alternatives to the original proposals: 

(1) to place the genus-group name established as Saturnia Schrank, 1802 (gender: 
feminine), type-species Phalaena pavonia Linnaeus, 1758, by subsequent designation by 
Westwood (1840: 89), on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology; 

(2) to place the species-group name pavonia, as established in the combination 
Phalaena (Bombyx) pavonia Linnaeus, 1758, on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology; 

(3) (a) to use its plenary powers to rule that the species-group name pyri, as 
established in the combination Bombyx pyri [Denis & Schiffermüller], 1775, is to be given 
nomenclatural precedence over the species-group name major as established in the 
combination Phalaena (Bombyx) pavonia major Linnaeus, 1758, by any zoologist who 
considers that those names apply to the same zoological taxon. Having done so, 

(b) to place the species-group name pyri, as established in the combination 
Bombyx pyri [Denis & Schiffermüller], 1775, on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology, 
with the ruling that it has been granted nomenclatural precedence over Phalaena (Bombyx) 
pavonia major Linnaeus, 1758. 
(4) as the original proposal (3) in Bull. zoo!. Nom. vol. 32: 152. 
(5) as the original proposal (4) in Bull. zool. Nom vol. 32: 152 
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un 


(2) par Claude Lemaire (c/o Laboratoire d'Entomologie, Muséum national d'Histoire naturelle, 
45, rue de Buffon, 75005 - Paris) 


Le Dr. Sabrosky et le Dr. Ferguson ont soumis à la Commission un eñselliDie se 
propositions ayant pour objet principal l'inscription de SATURNIIDAE sur la Liste Officielle des 
Noms du Groupe-Famille, avec pour auteur Boisduval et pour date de publication [1837]. 

ATTACIDAE qui figure sur cette liste depuis 1957, en vertu de l'Opinion 450, deviendrait 
donc, du fait de la priorité de SATURNIIDAE, inutilisable pour désigner la famille concernée, 
son inscription n'étant maintenue que pour application éventuelle à un taxon subordonné du 
groupe-famille. 

Sabrosky et Ferguson estiment que l'entrée d'ATTACIDAE sur la Liste Officielle, a crée 
une cerlaine confusion, en raison de l'existence, dont la Commission a été à l'époque 
insuffisamment informée, d'un nom à la fois plus ancien et plus couramment utilisé. 

S'il est exact que des lacunes sont à reprocher à la procédure incriminée, et s'il est 
effectivement nécessaire de fixer une fois pour toutes le nom que doit porter cette famille de 
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